
United States Department of the Interior.

BUREAU OF RECLA~TION
Mid-Paciflc Regional Office -

2800 Cottage Wa)i.

IN REPLY Sacramento. California 95825-1898

REFERTO:
Jmu~[’y 16, 1998 ,

MP-3200 ..
FIN-4.40

Honorable Bruce Babbi~
Secretao’ of the Interior                                         .

¯ ... ~. Subj.ec~: Bay-Delta Ecosystem Restoration Appropriation -- CALFED PolicyTeam
Recommendations ¯                       ..

Dew. Mr. Secretary:

The CALFED Policy Team (Policy Team) met on November 24 and December, 19, 19~,, to
~ t~v, and. appro’,~e project recommendations received from the Bay-Delta Ecosystem Technical

...., ... T?,ams "~md the Integration Panel asa result oft.he recent Request. for Public Project Solicitation ..
, ...-. ¯ P.r.oces.s iriitiated by t_he State of California-. The process used to identify the selecied project ¯

.p~opos~s isdeScribed in Attachmeni A. At this time, the Policy Team is recommending your
¯ approval for funding oft_hose proposals, as identified below, from the Bay-Delta.Ecosystem
Restoration Federal Appropriation..

: .C-AL. FED’s current request, is.for $23~303,010 from the Bay-Deka Ecosystem Rest0r~fion
¯ . ......-- ........Appwpriafion. for the. following proposals, We expect the.Po!icy T~am to recommend approv.N
.-. ... . -2. ¯ ogan additional $26,600,000 at’their January 26, t998, meeting. Thepackag~ from the - -
¯ . , ,:., Jarmaxy 26, 1998,                                                m.etln_~ " g ~dll .include additiona! proposals selected from th~- St.t,..~ "", ,

P~,n ..-" ; 2.04 Public Project Solickation Process (also called a Request for Proposal RFP)I
,~..~,e Policy Team ’Mll meet again in Februm)" 1998 to provide r~commendations for the
.r-a._m~.==,:-i "-,o $.35:0~}6,99~ from the FiScal Ye~ !998 Bay-Deha Ecosystem Restoration
A~propAation. A fm~list ofrecormmendafions wil! be forwarded fqr .’,’o~ _~,~.o,N --.- ,. _,
request sometime ?.fter that February meeting.

Proioc.~s Selected for Federal Funding from the Public Pr.o]ect Solicitafion Process:

!. P_2c._iect_Thl.e: Liber~’ Island Acq~sifion

Agency: U.S. Fish ’~--~,d Wildlife Service (DOI)

Re :ommende~ .Fu,n. ding:. $8,577,000

Project Description: .Acquisition of Liberty Island (4,760 ac~es) for furare restoration
native Delta habitats a_nd species2 Strategic location in north Delta at southe.m.end of Yolo
Bypass provides potential wetlmnds, shaded riverine aquatic habitat, insrr.eam habitat for ,,,,’inter
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run, Delta smelt, splittail, and other species. Funding will cover full acquisition cost.
Restoration funding not identified.

.. 2, Proiect Titj.e.: San Joaquin Floodplain Acquisition and P,,iparian Restoration

Agency: U.S. Fiskand Wildlife Se-twice (DOI)

Recommended Funding: S10,647,000

.̄.~ :. Project De.s~ription: Aequisition~ p,r~s~rvation, .and restoration ~of 6,16.9 acres of fish and..
:.....wildlife habitat on the San Joaquin River floodplain for the San Joaquin River Na~:ional Wildlife¯ . Ke.f!~ge...Benefits to minatory birds and other bird species, splittail, andSan Joaquin" fail run

. ichinook.. Provides some flood protection through widening of.floodplain and transient s~otage of
flood waers. Combined funding will cover the ~otal cost of the project~

3. Proiect Title: Be-d Creek Floodplain Restoration Demonsu:ation Project

A, gency: U.SI Fish and Wildlife Service (DOI)

,Recommended Fimding: $334,000

Project Description: Feasibility anal,ysis for. restoring floodplain function along, the..
,. ¯ .S..~-.n Jpaqu~n River ~d BearCreek on.public lands, in order to.pro’,4de flood protection benefits,
. .. ..... ..-...emh~,~nce sh.a~ed riverine aquatic habitat and wetlands, and improve instream habitat for. the

¯ : ..... .. .S.aa Lm."s.National WildlifeR.efuge Complex. BenefitS.to.migratory-birds, San Joaq~n. fall run.
.. : .chinook sa.h-non, and several other fish species ~e exp(cted. Combined fimding wil! cover ~e

total cos~ of the project.

¯ ,... ¯ :... " .-. .Tqta! fpr U.s, Fish and_V~fHdlife se .trice: S19,558,000

.~..~ . 4. : Pro~ect Title: Watershed Improvements/Sediment Stabilization (Deer, Mill, rod. Antelope
Creeks)

Agency: U.S. Yores~ Service (USDA)

Reeom~mended F~2ding: $371,000

Projec~ Description: Program t0.reduce generation .offine sediment from upland, rip~,~-ian,
and road-related sources in three watersheds utilized by sprin~ run ,~mon and steelhe~i in
Lassen National Forest. Stabilization measures would be implemented in kntv,~ problem areas,.
and inventor)’, design, and plarmi.’.ng measures pursued for remaining.road-related problem~.~
Inctudes idenfifikation of wilting sellers for potential !and exchange reined.to acqui~.i’,ion of
ripari~_~t .areas.

Torn.,! for U.S.F.orest Se~wi.c.e: $371,0~_f2
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Project Title,: ~Sedimemation Mo~,ement and Availabili.tyand Monitoring in the Delta

Agency: U.S. Geological Surv¢y(DOI)                       :

Recommended Funding: $587,010                         .

Project Description: Sediment transport research and monitoring at several sites in Sui.sun
Bay. and the Delta to help guide water quality and restoration planning activities. Recommend.
funding for the first 2 years of the project, in the amount of $51t7,010 (total estimated project cost
is $1,046,000).                                        ..

6...Proiect Title: Assessment of.Organic Matter inthe Habitat and its Relationship.to the Foc;d,
Chain                           . ¯ ....

Agency: U.S. Geological Survey (DOI)

Recc;mmended.Funding: $517,000

. .Project Descriptiofi:. Research proposal for a comprehensive assessment of the production,
¯ ... .import, utilization, and export of the organic matter that serves as food resource for fish in their ’

early life stages. Lower ~opic levelecosystem functions potentially limit fish population grov~*,h
in.the: Delta.. Benefits to multiple fish.species. Recommend first year funding. (tot,~l estimated
project cost is $1,400,000 for a 3-yehr project).

- ,,, Total for U.S. Geological_Survey: $1,104,0!0

:..: ¯Projects Selected for,Federal Funding from the CALFED Directed Programs Process:

¯ Funding is als9 being reques.ted for the CALFED Program in support of the follow-ins four
programs: ¯

, 1 Pro_ieet Tire: I.ntegrated Phasing. Strategy

Agency: U.S. Bureau of Reelamatiori (DOI)

Recommended Funding: $1,647,000

Project Description: In.order to restore the Bay-Delta ecosystem using adaptive
management, a logical set ofpriorit.ies must be established b~ed or. ~e -:,,__went ,underst-~mcling of
.t.he syst.em. Actions need to be selected to address these priorities mad the results of these actions~
need to be (valuated to iefine priorities in future years. A srsate~’ tbr phased implementation of
the Ecosystem Restoration Progm_m plmrt (ERPP) needs to be developed to lay o,-,-t these priorities
and iden.tify the near-term restoration actions to address them, The slzategy tbr ph~ed
implementation of ~cosystem restoration activities is described in ~e ERPP, essential to the
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conservation strategy being developed to comply .with the Endangered Species Act, and the basis
for setting funding priorities for near, term restoration.in the guidance document.

.The phased implementation strategy wilI require t~chnieal input on three levelsincluding
ā) additional technical assistance at the staff level; b) establishment of a standing science panel.
¯ composedofindepe.ndent scientists and local.~takeholder, agency, and independent specialists;
and.�) a panel of.scientists (without total stakeholder, agency, or Other hadependent specialists).

2. PJ.o_~ect Title: Coordinated Permitting

Agency: U.$. Bureau of Reclamation (DOt) .

Recommended Funding: $282,000

.. : Project Description; Facilitation of timely review ?~nd necessm3’ action on permit.~ ~dll be.
required for implementation of near-term ecosystem restoration projects. This effort ~vi!l also Iay
the groundwork for a coordinated approach on permit coordination for the.evenm~
implementation of.the CALFED.Bay-Delta Program (CALFED Program).

3. Rto_iect Title:.De~,elopment ofa W.atershed Management Program

Agency: U,S. Bureau ofP,.eclamattoa (DOI)

Recommended Funding: $184,000

’ ¯ .. ¯ Project D:escfipdon: Successful and durable solutions ~to complex ",~ter quaHD’ problems
which.affect environmenta! resource~ are best approached from the perspecti~,,e of an entire
watershed. Through, this appro~h, local po!lution prevention and c.onmo! activities are
coordinated v, Sth similar activities to enable a concerted effort to alleviate ecosystem and w~ter
quality p.roblems. Coordination of the.se efforts also result~ in the excb..ange of informatio .n,
sharing of experiences, and development of more efficient solutions.

4:, Proiect ~ifle: Comprehensive and Coordinated Monitor_rig and Research Program

Agency: U.S. Bureau of Recl~_naation (DOI)

Recommende~ Funding: 5157,000

Project Description: The Interagency Ecologic.-:d Program (IEP) and the San Francisco
Estuary. Institute are going to be working with the CALFED Program staff and stakeholders to
dev!lop CMARP for the Bay-Delta and its watershed. CMARP will include a structure and
process for integrated data management: data analysis, and reporting. Monitoring elemems for
new-.term ecosystem restoration need to be integrxted with CMAR2 so that. restoration proposals
contain monitoring elements to determine whether stated objectives have been met and to
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-provide guidance for assessing future restoration needs. This special’support problem will fun~ a "
portion of a system which does the following: reviews monitoring, assessment, a~d reporting.
¯pIans prior to implementation; . standardizes data collection methodology, format, and storage;
and reviews, evaluates, and circulates results to all interested p~.rties.

Total_for, U.S. Bureau 0fRec!a~mafign: $2.27.0,000

The Polic~ Team recommends funding in the an~,ount of $23,303,010 for the above referenced
proposals from the Bay-Delta Ecosystem Restoration Appropriation and would like your- - ¯
approval so that they move forward as soon as possible.

Sincerely,

Roger K. Patterson 4°
Regi6nal Director

Approved:.
¯.                         Secre ~tary Of the Interior                              Date

co: Assistant Secretary’- Water and Science, D0I (Attention: David Cordrtgham)
Director of Budget, DOI (Attention: Frank Lane)
Commissioner, U.$_ BureauofReelamation, DOI
Executive Director, CALFED Bay-Delta Program
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.. Attachinent A

Following is a descn’ption of the two methods used to identify proposals for funding from the.
Bay-Delta Ecosystem Restoration Appropriation. After the Policy Team representatives prepare
the final li.st of recommended actions (in either the Public .Solicitation Process or th.e CALFED
D̄irected Programs.Process); they.will forward that list to the Secretary of the Interior and the " ’

¯ , ... State ~of California’s P,.esou~ces Secretary for final approval. Upon project sel~ction approval.by
: the.Secretaryofttie Interior, the Bureau of Reclamation ,,rill issue an Interageney Agr?ement (as

defined in a Memorandum ofUnderstanding with signatory Federal CALFED partners in the" ~
Bay-Delta process) obligating funds for individual projects to the sponsoring federal agency. In
addition, an individual project progress report Mll.be prepared for each funded proposal for

¯ submittal to Congress within 3,0 calendar days after the close of each quarter of the risen year.

Public Pro~e.e,t Solicitation Process_

Ūnder the Public Project Solicitation Process, CALFED will idenfi~ stres,~or,~ and ~tions to be
addressed based upon the Ecosystem Restoration Progrm-n Pl-~u near-term pfiori~es. ~.e);
prepare.a..package to solicit applications and develop evaluation criterM Project ~d program
proposals can beprovided by a variety of sources including state and feder~ agencies; local
govero_m.ents, special districts, non-pr0fit org.~,Mzzfioas, other organizations, and private

Q individuals interested in iestorafion. Criteria.for selection ofpropos.als will beecosystem
prepared madapplied to all applicants. The evaluation criteria will. be u~ed to g~de selection of
ac.tions to address the.priority species andhabitats. The program staff, working with techMcal
review pmaels, will review and ra_uk the.proposals using the evaluation criteria. The list of
recommended proposals, along with the ~dv’ice from the Ecosystem P,.oundtable will be ¯
forwarded .thro.ugh the CALFED Program staff to the Bay-Delta Advisory Council (’BDAC) for
its advice. BDAC ,MI1 tr~_usmit i~ advice through the. CALFED Prog-r’~n to the C.’-~LFED
agencies through the CALFED Policy Team.

_C.. _M_.~ED Directed. Programs Process

The CALFED Dizected Progr, ams Process fs Lrtfi~ed by CM_FED --g~n~;;~ ~ne CALFED
Pro~-?~ s.~-~f, worldn~ in conjunction ~dth CA_LFED agencies, may d~,,rmm~, that. "~.~.’.~
specific, projects ~e needed to adequately M&ess Ecosystem Resto~tion Prod_ram
~..6o,4.’J,~s The C_-~d._FED Program may develop project propo3Ns -and desi~.ate saa~,e and!or
.,."~d~r.q~ .- agencies.~o implement the action(~-). The list of proposed projects prepared                                                                                                              .-,2"" ,d,~
CALFED Program ~,n_’ll then be forwarded ~o the Ecosystem Ro~,_ndtable for its re.’~ew
advice. The. !ist of recommended proposals, algng with the advice from the Ecosystem
Roundtable will be forwarded through the CALFED Program sta.ff to BDAC for its advice.
BDAC ,Ml! ~ansmit its advice.through the CALFED Program to the C.z~LFED agencies through
fine Policy T£am.
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